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Introduction
Criminal law covers cases involving murder. In this study various questions about the law have been conceptualized. Several cases are included here relating to the study (Ormerod et al. 2018). The cases mentioned in this study are generally related to pharmaceutical law and there are some cases mentioned here where people died due to the negligence of the responsible persons.

Omission in law is failure to act. This method positively attracts the subjects in different laws. In criminal law, an omission constitutes the actus reus in law and the period during which the law would have imposed a duty to do a particular act arises and the defendant has breached that duty. Citizens have no general duty under criminal law. The traditional view is that a person should not kill a person directly and there is no problem if that person directly sees a dying person and makes no attempt to keep him alive.
It is generally known that the essential requirements of a crime are a voluntary act (actus reus) and a certain state of mind (mens rea) (Hall DE et al. 2022). An act can be any type of voluntary human conduct. There is a time to act when there is an accident or danger to people after their certain time. A person should perform duties when there is an accident or other adverse event, except for those who are specifically responsible for them. Several other investigations, including the case of Stone and Dobinson below, show this point.
When both the plaintiff and the defendant appear in court for the case, the case is contractually admitted to the office. The necessary features must exist to make the contract officially durable. Generally the law considers three groups of situations in which a person has an opportunity to act, including situations where the defendant has control of the situation, where the defendant has assumed responsibility, and where the defendant has created or consented to a risk.
A person holds duty for a fixed period of time and after a fixed period his duty ceases. But a person may perform his normal duties even after the working hours are over. For example, Dytham (1979) states that a policeman does not help a dying person in front of him because his duties are over. But the person should have thought of the humanitarian aspect and helped the person even after the duty was over. If a person is helping people with humanitarian considerations after serving a certain amount of time on duty then there is no difficulty other than personal difficulties (Horder et al. 2016). For example, the person loses time for important personal work to do extra work after duty and may face legal complications if he helps a person who is dying on the street.

Miller [1983] 
Miller was a vagabond who was always drinking and smoking. Miller fell asleep with a lit cigarette one day which started a huge fire (Werle et al. 2020). The arson caused around £800 worth of damage. The accused was held guilty of not taking any steps to extinguish the fire, creating an appalling incident like a fire, although he was aware of the fire.

Pittwood [1902] 
Pittwood was in charge of level crossings on the railway. Suddenly one day he was allowed to cross at the level crossing but failed to get the permission down before leaving at noon. During this period a horse and carriage was killed by a train while crossing the railway. Since he was in charge of the railway crossing and left without taking down the issue of permission before leaving at midday, it is clear that he has failed in his duty. As a result Pittwood was found guilty under QB 450 rules.

Yaqoob [2005] 
The case was responsible for taking due care of all operators of minicabs and minibuses so that more inspections are done for them. Where a deterrent sentence was not required as in the instant case four years imprisonment for grossly negligent homicide due to failure to properly maintain a minibus was within the normal range of sentence.

Gibbins and Proctor [1918] 
The accused in this case were parents who starved their seven-year-old daughter to the point where she almost died. Parents have a duty to maintain the child (Cryer et al. 2019). As the child starved to death due to lack of parental responsibility, the parents were found guilty and punished.
Hood [2004] 
The facts of this case were that a person was suffering from weakness while suffering from diabetes and another person was in charge of caring for a diabetic patient. But after a few days the diabetic patient died and the analysis revealed that the diabetic patient died due to the carelessness of the servant in charge. The lawyer in the case recently revealed that the diabetic man died on the way to the hospital after falling for this and several other reasons (Chuasanga et al. 2019). So it is clear that the patient suffering from diabetes did not die only because of carelessness of the person in charge.

Airedale NHS Trust v Bland [1993] 
At the age of 17, Bland had an accident and was hospitalized. Land remained in the hospital for nearly two years without improvement while on life support, during which time he was able to breathe but was fed through a tube. A patient cannot give consent for treatment while on life support. Doctors decided to operate without her permission. The doctors' crime here is to keep the patient hospitalized day after day even if there is no chance of improvement.

Dytham [1979] 
According to the rules of the court, if a person is given an obligation to do an act, it is considered a crime if the person does not perform it. A St Helens policeman stood outside the nightclub to witness the death of a nightclub member but did not take any steps to help. The court ruled that a police officer should help ordinary citizens in danger (Mitsilgas et al. 2022). Since the policeman witnessed the death of the night club member but did not take any action to save him, he is considered a criminal.

Stone and Dobinson [1977] 
The defendant in this case was a 67-year-old widow who was engaged in the service of a man who was partially deaf and nearly blind. The widow died while in charge of this man, and everyone blamed the widow's servant as the culprit. The court ruled that the accused would be held guilty if he failed to perform any direct duty while on duty.

Instan [1893] 
Instan took care of his 73-year-old aunt who was infected with gangrene. Instant did not look after his game properly and did not give his aunt the food that came from the neighbors’ (Simester et al. 2019). Instan's extraordinary responsibilities caused him to die badly and the jury found Instan guilty.

DPP v K (a Minor) [1990] 
This case is about acid being sprayed on the victim's face causing permanent scarring. Accused was found guilty of throwing acid and given the punishment he deserved.

Santanda Bermudez [2004]
Santana-Bermudez  EWHC 2908 is a criminal law case. This case is about the presence and absence of hypodermics needle in the accuser’s pocket. The accused denied having the needle with him, but the police recovered the needle from his trouser pocket.

 Evans [2009] 
The case is the death of 17-year-old Carly Townsend who died of a heroin overdose. Her mother severely abused the appellant for neglecting her sister. The appellant was four years older than his sister. Everyone in this family, including Carly's parents, was addicted to heroin.

Willoughby [2005]
He burns down the pub to avoid a hostage situation where a man dies (Kadish et al. 2022). The jury convicted him of manslaughter and sentenced him.
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Finally it can be said that this study basically gives an idea about criminal law and here some questions are answered where minor aspects of criminal law are clarified.
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